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outside the field in which the chrysalis-church has served as an inter-
mediary.

The south-eastward movement of expansion out of an Anatolian
homeland into 'the Fertile Crescent' between the Taurus and the North
Arabian Desert, which we have seen a Sunni Iranic Muslim Ottoman
Empire making in the sixteenth century of the Christian Era, and an
Orthodox Christian East Roman Empire in the tenth century, had been
anticipated in the fourteenth and thirteenth centuries B.C. by a Khatti
Empire that had established its hegemony over an Anatolian Hittite
World; but there is nothing to suggest that this Hittite Power's aggres-
sive expansion south-east of the Taurus in this age, or even its earlier
raid on Babylon, was consciously inspired by any pious yearning to gain
possession of an antecedent Sumeric Civilization's birthplace in the
Land of Shinar. We have still less warrant for imagining that the Toltec
military adventurers from a Mexic World who established themselves,
first as mercenaries and then as masters, in the domain of a sister society
in Yucatan1 had been drawn in this direction by any yearning to set eyes
on the Guatemalan homeland of an antecedent Mayan Civilization to
which the Yucatec and the Mexic Society were both affiliated.

Orthodox Christian and Western Christian military adventurers con-
quered and reconquered the Continental European Greek homeland of an
Hellenic Civilization which was the parent of both these mutually anti-
pathetic Christian Hellenistic societies, and here the evidence would seem
to give us grounds for pronouncing, with some confidence, that these
efforts to seize and hold Greece, energetic and persistent though they
were, were not inspired by any conscious feeling of piety towards a
treasured past such as moved the Western Crusaders to seize and hold
Palestine.

When the Byzantines conquered Greece from pagan Slav barbarian
squatters there in the reign of the East Roman Emperor Basil I (impera-
bat A.D. 867-86), and again when they afterwards recaptured it from
schismatic Western Christian usurpers, foot by foot, in the course of
168 years running from A.D. 1262 to A.D. 1430, the value of Greece in
Byzantine eyes, which induced the Byzantines to make these strenuous
military efforts for the sake of gaining possession of it, did not, as far as
we can judge, reside in the historic role that Greece had once played as
the birthplace of Hellenism. The motive that moved Basil I to conquer
Greece seems to have been, not cultural piety, but a strategico-political
calculation. He appears to have been seeking to forestall the danger that,
if he did not occupy Greece himself, it might fall into the hands of a
rival Bulgarian Power, which, during Basil's reign, was rapidly appro-
priating the lion's share of the hitherto independent Slavinias in the
interior of the Balkan Peninsula;2 and, when the Palaiol6ghi persisted in
squandering the rapidly dwindling resources of a precariously restored
East Roman Empire on the luxury of reconquering the Morea from the
Latins, instead of concentrating their military efforts on the defence of
their last bridgeheads in Anatolia against Turkish assailants whose
knife was then already at Byzantium's throat, they would appear to have

1 See I. i. 123-4 and IX. viii. 315.                                         2 See IV. iv. 343.